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25, 1946, 100041215, Lord Justice Lawr« 
presidinge 
THE PRESIDENT; Dr. Horn, you dealt with Dahlerus last, I believe, 


DR. HORN (Counsel for defendant Ribbentrop): That is right, 


As the next witness, I ask the Tribunal to call General Keestring, 
who was military attache at Moscow, I ask he be called to Nurnberg, In 
this case I am also willing to forego the personal appearance of the witness 
if an interrogatory will be permitted, 

Xin LL-FYFE: My Lord, we object to this witness 
and so Dr, Horn can develop i is fap as he desires, 
PRESIDENT: You object to nim? 
SIR DAVID MAXWELL-FYFE: We object. 


RESIDENT: Go on, 


I wish to ask the Tribunal in this case that the witness 


be called, 
First, I understand there was a possibility, : as told, that the 


witness might be called by the Prosecution, done, 


I would like to be permitted to call tais witness because he toek 


amt in the GermaneRussian ne gotiations from August to September 1939, at 


Moscow and from the beginning of hostilities against the Soviet Union he 


remained there in line of duty. The witness ?, is in a position te 


tell us about the attitude of important German personalities involved in the 


Russian-German pact and for these reasons, I ask the Tribunal to call the 


witness, 


GENERAL RUDENKO: As has been stated by Sin David Maxwell-Fyfe, the 


Prosecution objects to the calling of this witness, I would like to state 


further the position of the Prosecution in this cuse, 


Dh a 
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The Tribunal is 
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The witness took part in negotiations in 1939, 


- 'Otiations as i hei iolation 
not so much interested in the fact of these negotiations as in their viol ; 


‘ "EY TA. mud E 
and I believe if we call this witness it will only serve to lengthen the 


proceedings. 


DR, HORN: Mr. President, I uncerstand the 


reasoning of the General, 
HE PRESIDENT: Would you repeat, Gencral? 


GENERAL RUDENKO: All right. To what Sir David Maxwell—Fyfe 


has already stated, objecting on behalf of the Prosecution, I wisa to add, 


the calling of this witness because he took part in the negotiations in 1939 


the Tribunal is not interested in the fact of these 


aa 
LS 


mu 
Lg 


ahead, 
GENERAL RUDENKO: May I continue, Mr, Fresident? 
PRESIDENT 
GENERAL RT Os: Therefore, I conside it the calling of this 
witness to this Court is unnecess ry, as tois witness has nothing to do with 
the case before us, 
I ask the Tribunal tp permit me to state that General 
Koestring for weeks was in ti prison in Nurnberg at the disvosal of the 
Prosecution. Therefore, I ask the Tribunal tc permit me also to use him 
as a witness, for the reasons which 
PRESIDENT: The Tribunal 
the Tribunal does n: derstand the fact that General 
Koestring is in prison at Nurnberg is any answer to the objection wich 
is made on behalf of the Prosecution, namely , that the Tribunal is 
ested in negotiations which took piace in September 1939 but in the 
n of the Treaty. The Tribunal would like to know whether you have 
that objection? The only answer you have made 
date is that General Koestring is here in Nurnberg, 
Mr. tresident, General Koestring shall testify that the 


pact with the Soviet Union on the part of Germany and on the part of my 





ice i 


` 
client was made with the intention of its being kept. 

I would like to say nothing further on this point and I ask the 
Court to call the witness on the basis of this reason. 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well, the Tribunal will consider your request, 

HORN: The next witness is Legation Secretary Dre Hesse, who was 
formerly in the Foreign Office in Berlin and now probably in the camp at 
Augsburg. 

SIR DAVID MAXYELL-FYFE: My Lord, there is no objection to this 
witness. I do not know if Dr. Horn wants him in person or if an affidavit 
would do. The Prosecution do not feel strongly on the matter but they 
ask Dr. Horn whenever possible to accept an affidavit and they sugge 
he might consider it in this case, 

DR. HORN: In this case I will be satisfied with an affidavit. 

The next witness is the former ambassador in Bucharest, Fabricius, 
now probably in Allied custody in the american zone or possibly even freed 
from custody. 

: There is no objection in this case. 
Apparently this witness will speak as to an interview which is already in 
evidence before the Court and will give a different account of it. Prosecutic 
makes no objection under the circumstances. 

THE PR 


E 


The Tribunal will consider that. 

HORN: Thank you, Mr. President. 

ext witness is Professor Carl Burckhardt, President of the 
International Red Cross in Geneva and formerly league of Nations Commissar 


at Danzig. 


SIR DAVID MAXWELL-~TYFE: May it please the Tribunal, Dr. Burckhardt 


is obviously in a wery special position as President of the International Red 


Cross. He is a person to whom all belligerents, irrespective of country, 

ars indebted and the point that the Prosecution make is that if he can speak 
avide G £ 1 Ya 14 ^ $^ p : : : 

to evidence coming from Hitler himself, that is if he can prove by saying 


that he was informed by Hitler that the defendant Ribbentrop had interceded 


or if he can say he saw letters received by Hitler from Ribbentrop, the 


Di 7 
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ob jectionj 
going to say that “ibbentrop told him so, the 


Prosecution would have no 


If he is merely 


Prosecution would object, 


; moment 


Therefore, we submit that the reasonable course would be that he 
Should make an affidavit as to his means of knowledge and if that is done and 


if tne means of knowledge are satisfactory, I should not think for = 
but accept the evidence of Dr, 


do anything 


m. 


Prosecution would 
the question of the 


Burckhardt. 
the second point, we submit, is irrelevant; 

results of the English promises of gu:rantce to Poland on the position in 

an alsc 


DR. HORN: Aside from 
Professor Rurckhardt in 


and 


xestion by Sir 
appearance would 


Professor Burckhardt's 


^v 


Feldscher, who 


was last Amba 


SIR DAVID 


Same position as Dr, 
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"inister of Great Britain, 
finston Churchil 
L-FYFE: hay it plwase the Tribunal, the Prosecution 
with the greatest respect t Dr. Horn, 
submit that there are r: ) disclosed in the application now 
oefore the tribunal. The first part of it is apparently an account of a 
ersation which does not touch the f s of this case and the second 
aiso a discussion of a conversation which an arently was sone 


ia ^ 1 TERNOS a wha 2 2 5 mo was 
war, between the German Ambassador and a ; entleman, who at that time was 


relevancy the conversation 


person 
bbentrop 


ir. Churchill 


DR. 
i Thi tatement that Churchill 
known statesmen of England in Germam his statement that Chr 


made at the tims cf 


Ribbentrop and reportec 
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one of the reasons for Hitler making his surprising statement 
in the Hgszbach document, which has been submitted as PS-360, It 
surprise to everybody concerned anc was in the first submission of proof 
by the Prosecution of a hint of conspiracy in the sense of tho Indictment, 
thermore, I would like to say that the British Prosecutor has 
mentionod that after the seizure of Ozechoslovakia by Germany, people in 
England and Poland got very concorncd, TWsccfore negotiations between 
England and Poland started and a pact of 
On the basis of this statement by Churchill and other important British 
Statements, wheroby England intended to büild up a coalition against Gernany, 
Hitler to counteract this with all his means, became concerned about his own 
armanent situation, Hitler in a higher degree to increase 
his own armaments and to consider strategic pl 
For these roasons I consider Churchill's statements extraordinarly 
important and therefore I 
SIR DAVID MAXVELL-FYFE: st r point ty Lord, I do not thin 
The Tribunal wouldlike to have Dr, Horn's observations, 
which they 
Lord Kemsby, 
Lord Beaverbrook and Lord Vansittart, These sses have already received 
interrogatories e 
SIR DAVID MAXVELL*FYFE: These witnesses are being dealt with by 
interrogatories and we make no objection to the interrogatories. 


I would like to call Admiral Schuster, 


» 
We object to the calling of Admiral Schuster. 


Grounds fo s being asked for are that he took part in the negotiations 
which led to the German-English Naval Treaty of 1935, Apparently the point 
that is desired to be made is that the treaty was concluded on this 
defendant's initiative. 


The Prosecution submit that that point is irrelevant; that the 
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ecotiations bef e etc * AL . sul e s 3 
negotiations before the treaty are | ,,. and the treaty is there for the 


Tribunal to take judicial notice of and from which my friend can found any 


argument which he desires, 


general, the Prosecution wish to state that going into negotiations 


be an intol erable vaste of time 


and. preparations n this connection 


evidence as to what the German 


preparation which 
further importance than 
naval 
Schuster 


cornerst 


of the 


ts stove 
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1 w, the vi ions 
and you very well know, the violatio: 
ments, and as you ve 
"n peaceful agreements, ar 


he 


treaties. 
^ 4 ! 4 ont4 ons r 
ot their LN GEN VION 


he relevancy of 


: E xp ENN 
agreements with Zngland.and did 
relevancy would that 


the allegetion that Gernan 


rresident, to answer t 


; - 34 3] ations 
diplonatic relations 


Drinoinsa 
principal 
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opinion as to the basic line of my defense. 

To make it quite clear, I do not wish to prejudice myself here at this 
moment, 

THE PRESIDENT: t à matericl question to consider in considering what 
evidence is relevant. But as you do not wish to commit yourself upon the 
point, you can proceed. 

The next vitness is Ambassador Dr, Paul Schmidt, interpreter 
at the Foreign Office in Berlin, at this time probably at Oberuersel camp. 

SIR DAVID VAXWELL-FYFE: May it please the Tribunal, with regard to the 
next two witnesses, who nro grouped gether in the application, they are 
desired to rive evidence of the fact that this defendant asked Hitler five or 
Six times for permission to resicne 

several times to the Tribunal, 

t von Ribbentrop told them 
in the submission of the ‘roe 
it any further. But it may well be that there are letters 
which went to Hitler which these gentlemen saw and if that is the purpose of 
their evidence, then the Prosecution fecl thet i d be relevant, certainly 
on the question of sent 9, if not, though they would reserve all rights to 
say whether it wis question of guilt of innocence in view of the provisions 
of the Charter, 
therefore sures 
gentlemon to make aff 
with the point which I h: out to the Tribunal. 

THE PRESIDENT: Do you succest o orelimin^sry affidavit rather thon 

interrogatories? would not interroratories be wi 
VID MAX. ELL~FYFE would agre 
would cover that noint of means of knowledre would be the best thinge 

I do not think, if I may put it thet way, that it would be worth while 
making two bites at the cherry, if I may use a colloquialisms 

DR. HORN: ‘Je can talk about thc next two witnesses at the same 
I can say that Sir David will give the same reasons arainst them as 


-4953 
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the other Enzlish witnessese 

SIR DAVID MA LL-FYF! I should have thought, my Lord, thet my fricnd 
and I eould ngree that they stan? or fall with the Tribunal'!s decision on 
Admiral Schustcr. 

TEE PRESIDENT: 

DR. HORN: Then, I would like to forego the calling of these two wit- 

Sy provided the Court will permit me to call Admiral 

The next witnes3 is the former Chief of the Protocol io Foreign 
Office, Doernberg, at this time most probably interned at Àucsburre 

SIR DAVID MAX EL. FYFE: Agsin, with grent respect, Herr Doernberg's 
views on the veracity of Count Cisnc, in my submission, are not relevant, 
If we get into colline witnesses to ex hej icws as to the veracity 
of or other characteristics of ¢ be tesme urope, the Tribun^l would 
embark on a course that micht we ics & very ne t and woul? not lead to 
any great results and I 


testimony or a ground of testir which the Tribunal should entertain. 


DR. HORN: l'o this point 


will present to the 
Court, 
The second ih itement of Doernberg deals with the matter 
of on Order. The Russion Prosecution hr « arainst Ribbentrop that he has 
Siebenbuergen for c high Rumania ler. Ii 
Mr, Doernbcrg here about this point or in the form of on nffidnvit, 


THE PRESIDENT: Yer 


SILENT: 
Ambassador Schnurre, who was the chief 
trade political der nent of the foreign office, I do not know where 
the British 
AVID MIX ELL FYFE; great resne Vy Lords, the Prosecution 
is no need for a ;0 be called to give information 
political chief intended to keep the treaty that ho signed. The very 
rrounás that are given for the ^pplication seem to me to show that this is 


ronllv a matter of comment and argument, and we submit that a witness on this 


O 
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nint is both irrelevant end unnecessarye 

DR, HORN: I ask the Tribunal to permit me to call this witness for the 
following reasons: The fact alone that the witness was informed about the 
intentions of his chief is not so important for me, but the fact that, on the 
basis of participation at the nogotictions, treaty negotiations, he was also 
in contant with other imnortant persons, ond, therefore, is informed about the 
background of this treaty, and theroby he oan spenk rbout on important point 
of the Indictment. 

THE PRESIDENT: May I ask you arain, with reference to the relevance of 
this evidence, suppose it wero true that in hurust 1939 the German authorities 
intended to keep the treaty which thoy madeo with Russia, that denended or 
might have depended upon whether England supported Poland in the er which 
Germany was about to begin with Po aud, and it may very well be that the Ger- 
man authorities intended to keen th trenty with Russia in order to keep 
Russia out of the war with Poland and England. Therefore, how would the 
intention of Ribbentrop at that time bo relevent? 

DR. HORN: Mr, President, it is in determining a criminal fact that is 


m 


important to determine the question of puilte To wnat extent did the Defend- 
ant Ribbentrop try to keen the treat; as a human bein ? And it is a differ- 
ent question how far, by political nec ssity and oth: orces, he may have been 
compelled to witness how a treaty was not kept in the sense inwhich it was 
meant originally, 
THE PRESIDENT: You can pass on 
DR, HORN: Ambassador Ritter of the foroien office. He was liaison man 
with the OK! -- Nich Command chrmacht; nt this time probably at the 
internment camn at Aursburf.e 
MAX ELLEFYFE: ne application for Ambassador Ritter falls inte 
the point which we have just been discussing with r- 
ty of 23 Aucust 1939, and I her 
the «rosecution on thate The second point deals with ths Defencant's attitute 
with revard to the trootment of Allied airmen, The »osition nt the moment is 
that I rut in a document which was prepared by Ambess^dor Ritter, and 


&oecument in which Ambassador Ritter said that the Defendant Ribbentron hed 


^p^»roved the memorandum from the 
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German foreign office dealing with the proposals for lynching aviators 
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and handing them ver to the SD before they could beccme prisoners cf war 
anc entitle? to the rights uncer the Conventi n. 


If it is desired to say that Amoassaccr Ritter wes wrong in stating 


that Ribbentrop had appr ved the mem randum, then, cf course, it would be 


a relevant point. But at the moment these documents are in, anc I am 
not quite clear from this for what purpose my friend wishes him called cn 
the second pointe If there is any further purpose, then perhaps Dr, Horn 
will incicate it. 
DR. HORN: I just stated the reason why I want to call this witness. 
The witness will tell us tht Ribbentr p was against the treatment cf terror 
fliers, from the fact that Germany loft the Conventicn without notifying 
the powers which 
he wants to call Ambassador Ritter 
to eontracict the two documents prep red by him, Ambassador Ritter, which 
are alreary in evidence, Then I can't make am bjecticne That is ob- 
vi usly a relevant point, if he is going itrs./ict his own document e 
Horn to have interroga- 
the Prosecution pre 


fives 


prefer that he 
two documents 
dict them, then 


DR. HORN: eave i e Pr 


next witness is the former German Ambassador in Oslo, 
bably at this time 
againne I 
that there is a document before the Court eine by the Defend- 
Sscnbcrg in which he says that 10,00€ pounds a month were -iven to 
Quisling through an arrangement with this gentleman. If Dr. Horn wishes 
t. call Herr von Gruncherr to c ntrscict the st-tement ^f the Defendant 


Rosenberg, acain I suppose the Prosecution cannot make any objecticn. 
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Yes. 
DR. HORN: Regarding the witnesses which I have listed under points 
30 to 34, I can recuce my statement t^ the fact thet I want to call them 
in order to get information thet Ribbentrop, from 1933 tc 1939, wes 
sericusly concerned wout amelioration cf rel^tions with France, First 
f all, the witness à, Dalacier, former Prime Minister of France, can 
testify about these cesigns. ti i h.uld decide that these wit- 
r some of these witnesses, could make thcir statements in the 
afficavits, I will present questions which have to co with the 
cainst my client, 
SIR DAVID } 
stated for cal 
justify their being calle? 
When two countries are at perc the fact ti a foreign minister or 
an amk 
between 
ur th > r; 


f time 


apart from that, the first four witnesses, t warquis ^n? Marquise 
Polignac, anc Count a iountess Jean ce Castellan far as the 
Prosecution know, have not been in any officia position, and there is, 
therefore, the addition: b jection 
most admirable people t are in a position cf general friendship, 
talk as 


Defendant, is not evidence which is relevant whi e Tribunal should 
3 


entertrine 


which normeLl uy w 
more than internsticnal ccurt. 
call one cr the other of the vitnessc 
RESIDENT: Dr. Horn, these witnesses scem to raise 


relevance as I put to you earlier on them 
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Assuming that it wis the intention of the German fcrcien 
try tc keep France out of any war which Germany w^s preparing t 
whot relevance has th-t got to the question whether she was about to 

war upon Poland? 

I w.ulc like to prove through these witnesses thot it was 
at least not in the intentions of the Defendant von Ribbentrop tc plan wars 
an’ prep re warse, but that for dec^^es he has tried t improve relations 
“th the neicshbcoring states around Germany. 

The Prosecution, Mre Presicent, accuses my client also of having 
planned aggressive war against Engeland and Frances If the Presecuticn 
foregces this point, I, cf course, can foreso tho calling of these 

FRESIDENT: ery we We will consider th-se, 
is “re Ernest Tennant, 
I don't know the rentlema ind I have nover 


5 . 


the only informati- n which is in the application is that 


3 


he is a membe firm of Tennant and Company and a 
wes well known to the Defendant Ribbentr pe The 
matters for which he is scucht to be callec are surely the acme of irrelevance, 
It is submittec that the witness can testify that in the early an? middle 
30's the defendant asked him to bring him in contact with Lord Baldwin, 
nald and Lord Devid for the purpose of negotiating with the 
toward paving the 
conclusion cf an alliances 
Court of Ete James, Mr. MacDonald had just ccased being Prime Minister 
in 1935, and was still, I think, Lord President of the Counci: Lord 
Baldwin was then Prime Ministere Le: Davidsen, I think, was Chancellar 
f the Duchy of Lancaster in the same acministratione At any rate, he 
held a eozparativcly less important office, 
to the issue efc his Tribunal, th 
sime the 
position whether he could intr duce him tc the three gertie- 
mentioned, I really sugges cannot be stated, and I submit that this 


witness should not be allowed, 
1,958 
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DR. HORN: Mre Presicent, in the naming of witnesses, we always come 
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back tc the same principal question. By the Prosecution the question is 
always raised; Vhat can this witness tell us about the fact thot Germany 


has or not not started br caused a wir against Poland, while the witness 


comes from an entirely different country and has n-thing to do with Poland, 


ths D 


or Polish conditions? 

The Defense is cf the opinion, icwever, that the entire policy towards 
Poland by Germany can only be uncerstocd in the framework of tho entire 
Europsan politics. Therefore, the Defense hrs called fcr witnesses whom 


the Prosecution would like to excluce because they can tell ab ut the big 


icture, and they can rive individual comnerst«nes for the entire framo- 
5, J 


worke Therefore, I al sk f frrofcsscr Conwell-Ivans of Lendone 

R DAVID M.X'ELL-P'Y"E: I have never heard of Professor Conwell-Evans, 
Md he does not appear in the " E Who", the British publicztion showing 
^ very large number of the citizens who hove certain grades of distinction 


or hold certain cffiecs, But I would like Dr. Horn to consider this point, 


which I respectfully put to the Tribunal: 
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Accepting that every word that is stated in this application with 


regard to Professor Conwell-Evans was said i n Court by Professor Conwell- 
Evans, I submit that it would not advance the case at all, and that the 
Tribunal would be left in exactly the same position if it had that evidence 

it is in at the resent moment. After all, the Defendant will be able to 
give evidence himself and to make his own impression to the Tribunal as to 
his intentions and as to his own honesty of mind at various times. The 


submission of the Prosecution is that the evidence of this gentleman would not 


help the trial at all and is not relevant to any issue before the Court, 


HORN: As next witness I name Wolfgang 

DAVID MAMWELL-FIFE: This contleman is stated to have becn a partner 
in the Defendent!s former ines According to the application, it is 
really desired that he sh d give his ews of the Defendent's general 


attitude 
have affidavits from an old business partner to give his view 


Defendant. If that is desire he Pro ution would be prepared to consider 


uch an affidavit, but they really must tee up the consistent attitude that 


T ~r 1 3 hs 
have always had a high 


the Prosecution, does not touch the issues before this Tribunal, and therefore 


is irrelevant. u l say, if my ien ares to produce 
the Prosecut 
Mi.chel, 
with an affidevit, 
ould like to come back to the witness under No. ! 
unsel. Gottfricdsen. 


Sys you giving ep 38? You didn't deal 


I believe that I woul 
ning the other witnesses. 


1 


ig to decide in principle about the question whether all the backe 


submitted by these men: witnesses, that the court will make 
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about that. Therefore, I have left ovt the name of this witness. 
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PRESIDENT: Do you want to go back to No, 5? 

HORN : I would like to come back to No, 5. Legation Counsellor 
Gottfriedsen had the entire official and private handling of finances of the 
Defendant von Ribbentrop for many yotvse 

Ribbentrop has becn accused by many members of the Prosecution that he 
acquired objects of art and similar things, About this point, Counsellor 
of Logation Gottfriodson can make the same decisive statements which will show 
that these accusations are false. I therefore ask for permission to call 
this witness. 

SIR DAVID MAXWSLL=FYFE: My Lord, I have just asked Dr, Horn on this 
point whether he would profer Herr Gottfriedsen to von Somleitner, I think 
Dr. Horn says that if thoro was a question of choice he 


The Prosecution do not want to be unreasonable, I mado my gencral 


-i 


statement that this group of witnesses, of certain foreign office witnesses, 


ought to be restricted to threce iE gb riend thinks that Herr Gottfricdsen 
will be more helpful, csnccia n thi ir I have no objection to the 

3 i D 
substitution, so long as some limitation is made in the group of witnesses. 


IHE PRESIDENT ould it be satisfactory if interrogatories were 


HORN : 3, sc of the witness Gottfriedson, 


My statement regarding the calling of witnes is thereby 
finished. 
DR. STAHMER (Counsel for Defendant Gooring): I have not named somo 
n have been called by other Defcndents' Counsel, and among these 
is also Dr, Paul Sehnidt, I had the greatest intcrest to question this 
witness, Schmidt was the interpreter of Goering; he was present at almost 
all politi-el rogctictions with forcign statesmen, Therefore, I ask alsc *o 
ma cuppozt $horob: the application made by Dr. Hyer 
LL consider that, Dr, Stahmsy 


now for " ton 
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lr, President, n L ple | bring one other point to the 
attention of the Tribunal? It has to do with the calling of witnesses, 
I named the number of the witnesses because I had to ascertain when the 
general began, and when my clint might have teken part in this 
The prosecution did hot concern itsclf very exactly with the 
time at which the conspiracy began, it simply said that it took place so 
timo before tho 8th of May, 19h 
Now, if I can call no witnesses as to the years 1933 to 1938, then I must 
assume that the defendant Ribbentrop, before 1939, vas not party to the 
consyiracy. 
I should like this point of vie: to be taken into considcration when the 
point is considered as to whether wit: ^ssos are relevant. 
SIR DAVID MAXWELI-FYFE: It mic. be helpful, if I cated quite 
generally what Dre Horn has to mecte 
The Tribunal will remember that on the-6th end 9th of. 
presented the individual case against this dofondam The first point is 
the time of Hitler's accession to power in.1933, is the case for the 
prosecution that this defendant assisted in various ways ir 
he held various positionsin close touch with 
Horn wil ofc he trai ipt of my presentation, he will find 
all the supporting documents, the 
nt played in the aggression against Austria, Czechoslovekia 
3 


'oland, England, France, Norway, Denmark, Holland, Belgium, 


- 


‘Luxembourg, the Soviet Union, and finally,. the United States and Japan. 


All these matters are sot out with tho supporting documents, and a reference 
ill show exactly what is al’.ccod against the defendant on that point, 
Apart from that, there are four sters undor Counts 3 and ly which are 
specially raised. 
First of all, the defendants pre sured that measures contrary to 
al low and the conventions should be taken against allied avistors. 
^o supporting documents are in ovidence, 
Secondly, there is General, Lahousen's evidence as to what the defendant 
scid with regard to the treatment of the population of Poland. 
Thirdly, thoro is the defendant's responsibility for putting the 
various protectors of Bohemia and Moravia in office with unrestricted powers, 


which resulted in the crimes against the populations of these areas. 
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Then there is a similar position with regard to the Netherlands 
z h ; 


Mha thin as 1 
The third main eatogory is the treatment of the Jews, Again, there is 
* d 5 sever 


en American official document, tho report 
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of Ambassador Kennedy; there is a large Foreign Office statement on 
the policy towards th ws; and there is a document showing the 
omeparation for an anti-semitic congress, of which this Defendant was 
to be an honorary member. 

Finally, there is tho question of plundor, the evidence given 
by my Soviet colleague on the Ribbentrop Battalions for the collection 


of plunder, which was given the other day. 


f Dr. Horn will consider those various points, which are 


practically all collected in the transcript for tho 8th and 9th of 


January, except tho last point, I don't think he will find that the 
is any difficulty in deciding the cormencenent of these allegations 
or their dotailcd and concrete 

would like 
wh secution alleges any particular date 


conspiracy start al iconclv, they would like know whether you 


it started are 


Tribunal would like 
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1 


order, the 
set out in 


Nazi Party 


il and economic 
of the 
onspiracy started with the emergence 
German politics, d w ully deveicped 
in January 1933 i hat time it was the aim of the 
secure the breaches of the Treaty of Versailles and the other matters 
set out in these articles, if necessary by force. 


1964 
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But, as is stated in the statement of offense under Count I of 
the Indictment, the conspiracy was not static; it was dynamic. And, 
in 1934, after Germany loft the Le ague of Nations and the Disarnencnt 
Conference, the aggressive war aspect of the conspiracy increased in 
momentum. 

It is the case for the Prosecution that from 

(d and the Air Force cane into being, 
Rhineland was re-occupiod, tho securing of Germany's 
the objectives of tho Nazi Party--if necessary by aggressiv 
stronger, clearer and roro t ing ain. 
position is crystallizod by tho ncoting on the 5th of 
Novenber 1937, when Hitler declared +} 
would be conquered at the carlicst 
by the 
against Czo 
out before October 

From that time the Prosecution say that the plan of aggrossivo 
war followed tho well-known and clear technique of attacking one 
country or taking ageressive measures igainst one country, and giving 
assurances to the country that w xt on t j to be attacked. 


From that time 


isnt and concer 
but that tho aggression crystallized 
and became clear from 193) and +} beginning of 1935 onwards. 
THE TRIBUNA udge Biddle): Sir David, I would like to 
a few questions i onnection with this. 
First of all, you must oithor know the date when the 
you must not be able to gi 1 he date, 


the Prosecution does not know when the conspiracy 


sim 
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The conspiracy began with the formation 


And what was that d: 


TRIBUNAL (Judge Biddle): Now, was the conspiracy to wage 
aggressive war begun on that 
SIR DAVID MAXUBLL-FYFE; Yes, it was begun 
ono of them being tc 


orcaxkine 


akei- Tai 


CA DUDT- 7 


clocar 
aims, and 


conspir 


scking to avoid answering the que 
Ancrican 

stated in 

under Count Ll, 


tho question. 


clearest and most accurato 





TT 


THE TRIRUNAL (Judge Biddle): Well, I wouldn't ask you except to clarify 


or^ n AF ^ 
covreb=\MeEFea1. 


the matter in my own mind, Sir David. Let me ask you a few more questions. 


The conspiracy to commit crimes against humanity -- was that begun in 


SIR DAVID WAXYELL-FYFH: To the extent € Y adopted 


to use all methods, irrespective of the rights afcty, and happiness of other 


people, it was commenced with the start 


^ 


r the rights, and sa?ety and 
Nazi Party program, in so far as the 
interfere with their aims, from the very 
Again, the inslati he into practical methods developed 
ent on, and in a period well before the war =- ur. 
rainst me that I should not remember exact documents in an answer straight 
off the rule to his auestion, but well be > the we mere will be found 
again and again in the speeches of Hitler to his associates that utter 
and disregard for non-Gorman populations should be 
foundation of the war crimes & mes against humanity, and it was 
initjated and grew in the method which I have stated. 
you answer the President with respect 


conspirators joining later wsre responsible? 


lefonáant would be responsible for acts running 


SIR DAVID VAX"ELL-FYFEs: “ell, there are two legal conceptions which have 
borne in mind in considering thit point, I can only speak with knowledge 
| of the United States 
very much the 
England conspiracy. There are also 
statutory offense oùt there is < mmon law offense of conspiracy. 
that offense is, as I have already stat entering into an agreement 
gal act or a hsgal act by illegal mean hs far as a conviction 
for conspiracy per se i: n t e is no doubt about the law of England. 


If someone joins a consplrzcy at a late state, a conspiracy to do 


can be convicted of conspiracy to do that act however 
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The usual analogy, with which I am sure the loarncd American Judge 


is familiar, is that of a stage play, The fact that a character does not 


1 


come in until Act 3 does not mean that he is any the less carrying out the 


design of the author of the play to present the whole picture which the piay 


embraces, It is a very useful analogy because it shows tho position, 


That is one aspect of the law, and on that there is no 
Th: other aspect of the law is ss to how far those who act in consort 
commit a crime are responsible for each other's acts, that is, irrespective 
substantive offense of conspiracy. If one may take an example, a 

highly fantastic one but I think it Lses the point, assume that you had a 
conspiracy on the part of road oper:t +s to wreck railway trains, and a number 
of road operators agreed in December 5o wreck a train on the first of January, 
and to wreck a further train on the first of February, Fetween the first of 


January and the first of February, another road operator joins the conspiracy. 
I hope I have got rightly the point in My Lord's mind and in tho mind of the 
learned American Judge. Then, there i as far as an see, some doubt 
operator would be liable for a murder committed in 
King that took place on the first of January. 

I hope I have made my point clear, I am postulating someone who joins 
a conspiracy on the 15th of January, after the fir: wrecking has been 
carried out, during which someone has been killed, and therefore th 
consorted with regard to the first 
the person who joins after that, there is some dou as to whether he acquires 
retroactive responsibility. Tn Engli:^ law, it would appear to be at least 
doubtful. It certainly is arguable +- in American law he would, as I have 
been told 


THE TRIBUNAL (Judge Biddle): I inink you have made that very clear, 


David, but what I am getting at is what the Prosecution claim in this 


SIR DAVID WAXWELL-FYFE: I am very sorry if I have been theoretical, 
but it has been rather 2 difficult point, and I wanted to relate it to the 


law with which I am most familiar, 
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but if one may tak P 
1 L one mai ake, Lor exam > —— i TES P 
y " r example galin L Speak from memory ==- the defandant 


Speer, 
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WhO Co:es on the scene rather late, if my recollection is right, he then 
becomes Minister for Production and Armaments and makes the demands for the 
Slave labor which were fulfilled by the defendant Sauckel. 

In tie submission of the Prosecution, there would not be any 
difficulty in convicting the Defendant Speer on all counts, assuming that 
the Tribunal accepted the evidence of the Prosecution. By his actions, he 


has conspired to comnit a crime against pesce; he has joined and entered 


into the conspiracy to carry on aggressive war; he has taken part in the 


waging of aggressive war by ma aking th. demands for the slave labor; he has 


instigated a war crime, namely the il -treatment of populations of occupied 
countries; and also, by instigating .. procuring the action of the defendant 
Sauckel, he has committed crimes agai.rs nanity in that he has participated 
in actions which.are condemned by the c 
countr ; and probably -- I am speaking from memory now -= these 
have taken place in countries where it is arguable whether they were strictly 
occupied countries after 
i waich our indictment is drawn, there is no 

difficulty,the Prosecution submit, in convi g a defendant who emerges in 
evidence at a later date 

TEE TRIBUI 


THE ion and then I am 


through. You understand I in performance of 


called, and therefore 


of the conspiracy becomes a year obviously 


: emote in — Am : x TE " 1 1] 
not remote in time vhen we cc e ESSesSe ould that not follow? 


INAL (Judge Biddle): Not remote in time with relation 


T 


AXWELL-FYFE: No, it is part of the particular indictment. 


Mr. Fres ent, may I make some remarks in answer to Sir 
David Maxwell-Fyfe 


I am reagi what 4 eubstanca 3 T 
+ am reading what is substance in the general accusation as regards the 


conspiracy. The general accusation state 2S that the definitive point of time 


from which one could depart is any time before the 8th of May, 195. 





25 Feb-M-JH-6 H0069 — 0028 


The Chief American Presecutor said in his opening statement that 


the Party program in itself is a program of '21, later revised, and these 


points of the Ty prozram in so fa: as these goals cannot be pursued through 


war. Now. i£ we exevine these goa. and suopese that they are pursued by war, 
dubious froa what point tim? on these actually became the 
party, and both the Def © aud Prosecuti must prove that from 
that point of tine one, ine pi ^S? goals was to take place in the 
form of Wa. 


can Dharoiy be ate nas as regards planning war, 


oniy a very few people, anc perhap " one person, know of it. 


client, the times a wnich they joined are varied, 


1 


which they came in touch With the Party itself. Some of then were 
Party menbers, and we nust consequently assume, as the Prosecution does, that 
the Party program was also heir own program. 
Nox the question arises ^" ihe defense above all, and for the whole 
conduct of the defense When car individual defendant be considered 
| Who knew that the goals could only 
before that time and which he had 


Without recou se var, Via Ribbentrop 
a member of the innter circle of e conspiracy? in 
touch with tarty policy? Was he, as ambassador, a 


os 


Was he only party to such 


date that the Party intended to From the 


c LI 


earliest time in which the defendan ame in touch with the party, it is 


assuucd by the Prosecution that from that time on he was a member of the 


Conspiracy, 
If T may refer to what Sir D vid said, he stated that the Conspiracy 


It is my tas} 5o prove through witnesses that my 


was pursuing peaceful &ima. I musi 
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do so in order to refute the content’ ^ that he was preparing a war or had 


anything precisely to do with plans for formulation of war. 

From this point of view, I -.X the Tribunal tp permit the calling 
of the witness that I mentioned in my brief. I state expleitly that this 
discusson has not answered the question: When did the conspiracy begin? 

DAVID MAX\ELI-FYFE: My Lord, I don't want to repeat any 

general argument. My desire is that Dr. Horn should know what case 
Hibbentrop has to mect, and I have already stated that, but I want to make 
it quite clear, 

According to tne entry in Das Archiv, Ribbentrop entered the 
Service of the Nazi Party in 1930, and between 1930 and January 1933 was one 
of the instruments and veh deles by witch the accession of the Nazi Party to 
Power took place, That semi-official publication says that some meetings 
between Hitler and von Papen and the zis and representatives of President 
von Hindenburg took place in his hors at Be rgonthalen, That is the first 
point. It is quite clear and it is il set out in the transcript, 


The second stage is that he held certain offices between 193) 


924 he V " [M Ur A ^ AC Or - 
abs 36 that Snow that c WAS an im oortz int and risi : iazi politician and 


negotiator in the realm of foreign affairs, n 1936 he justified the 


of Germany in breaking the Versailles Treaty. The defendant justified 


before the League of Nationa Tur. 
re the League Nations. Therefore, he has to meet that point. 


(COE ERR doque AA. * 
In the sa : > negotiated the Anti-Comiterm racte He has 


to explain that, 


Frora To - 1 P 
rom that time onw ‘rds, there are a Succession of German documents, 


all referred to in the transcript for the 8th and Ith of January, which show 
exaÉtly the part this defendant played in ten Sets of aggression against ten 


GES 


Separate countries, 


T respectfully submit to the ^ ‘Dunal that that is & perfectly clear 


case which this defendant has to meet, There is 





no doubt about it at alle 


humanity. Again Dr. Horn will í 


P 


mentioned, in thc transcript 


- 


and clarity of the case against the 
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orally made b; Pavic I have not only 


these individual pot but 


for the 9th 


nectfully submit that whatever else may 


in my defense I 


I must 
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imes and crimes against 
th, with every document 
of danuarye 
the particularity 
defendant Ribbentrop is manifeste 
have referred to tne 
taken the point 


a 


now return to what Sir 


conspiracy 
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trial has ceeded so far, I need these documents as a 
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Foreign Minister 


in Berlin. 


note to Henderson so rapidly 


points of it. 
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haven't yet indicated wh 
In August, 
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von Ribbentrop submitted 
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Telegraph, under 


havo 
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the withdrawn number of the Daily 


] be relevant, 
the Daily Telegraph 
about the memorandum 

to the English Ambass 
well that Ribbentrop read 


stand 


31st of 


enderso} 


wad 


^o ^C 
9e procured, 


point 
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point about the 
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add, to clarify this matter for the Tribunal 
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Polish Government at the right time. 


Consequently, I urge it is very importan the copy 


Telegraph be procurcde 


Thank you, Dr. Horn. 


the evidence against the Defendant K 


TH (Counsel for Defendant Keite Mr. President, 


a few prefatory remark fore I request my various witnosses and 


trial can hortonod ir 
about 


various bricfs 


nma ler bla 
nar LV tA 


nanely, positi 


A 
wthor 


is relation thor, 


particular 


common 


false whi 


milite 


EUREN 


H0069 — 0034 





| i 
HMM A 
d» FRBUeP eT H0069 — 0035 
Apert from the witnesses who are Co-Defcndents that are mentioned by 
Nelte, whom of course the Tribunal has already provided, Dr, Nelte asks for 
Marshal von Blomberg and General Halder and Gencral Warlimont and the 
Chicf Staff Judge of the OKW, Dre Lehmanne The Prosecution have no objection 
to these witnesses, because they are called to deal with the position of the 


Defendant Kcitel as head of the OK, 


With regard to the witness Erbe, who is I think a civil sorvant called on 


a specific point as to his position in the Committee for Reich Defense -- 


THE PRESID.J Hove the interrogatories already becn granted? 
SIR DAVID LZXWELL-FYTEs:s Yo we have always said thet interrogatories 
would be sufficicnt and he should not be called as an oral witness. 
Then with regard te the next, Roomer, whom Dr, Nolto wishes to call to 


say that the deerce for the branding of Soviet Russian prisoners of war was 


announced by mistake 
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which have been 213 


prisoners 
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von Blomberg is very ill at the moment and cannot be brought into Court, 
so that I am sure, Dre Nelte, the Defendant Keitel will bo the first to 
accept some m d cf getting his evidence which will not necessit^to that 
facte 

DR. NELTE nk you, £ avic or making my task eosicr, 

I sh.uld li > acd a as regarcs the witness, Dr. Erbe, 
“inquire in writing, subrit questions i 
determine whether or not I ask f him as a witness. As fcr the 
Junod, I beli.ve I may say that hearing him here 
Seviet Prosecution submitted? evidence thot an cf Lo apply the Geneva 
Conventicn was specifically turned down by K 


oy Keitele 


ent in charge £ rs of war he tri: set : uch n the Soviet 
n 


Geneva Convention, but 


oolicve that if General 


ROME. 
Kn) 


hearings th 


Scarpini, if his testimony in our jucemont can have the 


Slivhtest bearing on the search f uthe but the reasons which Dr. Nelte 


for the call 


nstrat: 


4980 


` 
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he freely exercised his control intle prisoners! camps sn? that ihe 
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camps and that the war prisoners hac a man in whom they hac cconficence, 
but this we are very willing to grant t the Defense. It is perfectly 
true that Germany had been willing to have former Ambassador Scarpini -- 
whom we know was wounded in 191 in the previous war, and blinded -- 


could visit the camps of prisoners and, if he coul? nt sce, hear the French 


war prisoners. But the question is nct to find ^ut whether the Gormans 


been willing to have a blind inspcctcr visit the campse The only 
question presented by the indictment is whether in spite of the visits 
inspectors and in spite of the mw esence of a mon of conficence in 
not occur in these camps acts contrary to the laws of 
lor Scarpini could surely szive no 


answer, for nothing obvi^usly hanpened 


is why the French prosecuti n ennsidcrs 1 he jim: f former 


ador Scarpini was blind. 


f which he v 


it is certain 


Defendant Kei 


attempted to a mich in this function as highest auth.rity they hac 


ne Camps e 
THE PRESIDENT; Would interrogat 28 be satisfac 
thought it proper to administer them Mre Scarpini? 
ån inter ation in Nurnberg? Coy 
be 
er interrogatories 
is nct in Nurnberg. Written interrogatories, 


have menticned theme 





25 Fob--D/R-8 


p 
+e 


NA TT 
NELIE: 


like to submit. 


is to bo interr« 


W 


TE LLL 
| 
H0069 — 0039 


I should like the written affidavits, which I sh-ul? 
Will they suffice? For, I 
gated in writinzge 


^T 


Yos, in vritinczs 


es, that wi 


ll be quite satisfactory. 


we might a?journ now, Dr. Nelte, until 


S t2ken until 1415 hours), 
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Official transcript of the International 
Wilitary Tribunal in the matter of The 
United States of america, the Fremch 
Republic, the United Kingdom of Creat 
Britain and Northern Ireland, and the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics against 
Hermann Wilhelm Goering et al, Defendants, 
sitting at Nurnberg, Germany, on 25 February 
1946, 1415 to 1700, Lord Justice Lawrence 
presiding. 
THE PRESIDENT: I think, Dr. Nelte, you had really finished with your 
witnesses, had you not? 
DR. NELTE (counsel for defendant 
I must make some general reservations 
of the Russian case and 1 will heve to call for one or two other witnesse 


I would merely like to ask one or two ouestions the lribunal with reference 


to the documents. 


Tribunal know he main line of lefens: and so as prove errors which 
the jurisdicti 
tel, which has 
Proseention, I cai fe | a very large number of 
esented by the Frosecution 
I am under the impression that I may not have to submit t documents 
as evidence. se documents are already in the possession of Tribunal, and I 
request your examination and decision regarding the necessity of my quoting such 
documents in my p sntation, without it being necessary to quote them in detail 
or to submit them 
the attention of the 


^4 


Tribunal to th act that sf th ri has been informed about the structur 


n A Tom 1 TE s "des eR = x : : Y 
german army and JUDLSAILCULON S Vc US departm 10S it will D 


to decide for thems 

Prosecution can be 

defendant Keitel and about such documents 
Furthermore, I am convinced that the Tribunal, in connection 

will examine a documents carefully, even so far as the 


D 


nt, and if you will consider the very large numb 


- 119603 
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which there are several thousands, the Tribunal will no doubt realize that I car 
not quote all the tmportant documents completely in my pr.sentation, That is 
question Number One, 

Furthermore, I should like to put another question, a very important quest? 
regarding my presentation which is probably of general importance. 

During the session of Fébruary 1, 1916, the French Prosecutor made the 
following statement, and I quote 

" The fourth and last chapter will have the following heading: 
"lhe Adminkstrative Organization', I can state that the French delegation has 
examined for the Fourth Chapter more than 2,000 documents, and I am referring 
to the German original cocuments, Of those, approximately 50 were retained." 


After the principai statement of the American Chief Prosecutor, there 


app-ars to be no doubt that these 50 chosen documents are only important from 


the point of view of implicating the defendant, On 11 February, if I remember 
» I addressed myself to the French Prosecution with a request to place 
2ining 950 documents, so that I could examine them. 
e documents which the French Prosecution did not use. 

Up to now, I have remained without any reply to this request. The Tribunal 
will, no doubt, appreciate the difficulties of my position. I know that there 
are decuments which contain, no doubt, a number of facts uscful for the Defense 
and yet I can not quote these documents.in detail, 

I beg the Tribunal, therefore, to make a decision in this respect -- 
that tho Prosecution shculd place at my disposal those documents which are 
in their possession. 

PRESIDENT: “ith reference to these particular documents that you are 
2 you Boing to say anything about them? 

I do not know the contents of these documents. I only know 
French Prosecution -- 
PRESIDENT: W if you wish to deal with that naw, I will ask the 

French Prosecutor to answer what you have said. 

Certainly, it is entirely up to the Pribunal to decide on that 

in a closed session or to make a decision right now, 


T 


T think we had better hear from the French Prosecutor 
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M. DUBOST: à certain number of documents were doubtful, and they were in 
our hands at the time that we were beginning to prepare our prosecution, We 
have eliminated all documents which could not bear serious critical examinatior 
We carefully cited all the documents and threw out all those that were 
considered to be insufficient proof. Those documents which are referred to 
by my colleagues have been put aside, or, if I recollect correctly, three 
or four which I can not determine at the momeht have been thrown our, In 
these conditions, we have not put at the disposal of the Defense 1950 document 
We handed over to the Court and to the Defense 500 documents which in 
themselves seemed to us to have sufficient probitive value. 

It would seem to us that the Defense would be asking the Dourt to ask 
to have handed to them various documents which have been thrown out by 
themselves as not having sufficient probitive value. as far as I am concerned, 
i must oppose this application because the result vould be to take into 
account documents which did not conform to the standards that we had set, 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, but, V. Dubost, the position is this: There were a 
large number of documents which the Counsel for the French Prosecution said 
that they had examined, and the French Prosecution, in the exercise of their 
discretion, thought it unnecessary to refer to more than a certain number of 
them, but it is only the French Prosecution who have exercised their discretio. 
about those documents, and what Dr, Nolte is asking is to see them for the 
purpose of secing whether there as anything in the documents which assisted 
his case. Would the “rench Prosecution have any objection to that? 

I mean it may be that some of the documents are no longer in the possessi 
of the French Prosecution, but those that are in their possession, would the 


French Prosecution object to Dr. Nelte seeing those? 


vim uM 
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M. DUBOST: May I remind the Tribunal that the documents which 


g^ 


we rejected were not rejected as uscless to the debates, 
presenting sufficient guarantee as to their origin or as 
conditions under which they were obtain: nad as to their probative 
vàiue. The Tribunal will no doubt remember that a certain number of 
docunents were thrown out by the Court itself. Those that they 
did not take up are of the same character as those documents which 
were thrown out. We did not bring them forward because we could not 
tell you where, how, and under what conditions they had been 
discovered. For the most part, they a documents that fell into the 
hands of combat trocps during the war, and under the terms 
not offer sufficier 
sent in my pos 
I do not think they 
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m that he thinks 
case of the Defendant 


his aqoinge 
ols VA lll, 


objection in principle. I would only 


documents have been rejected 


of course, it wouldn't apply to documents 


wnich have been reject by the Cou 


Le fell 


y well. We will not decide the matter now. We will consider 


Would the Cou nounce their decision regarding 


first question which I brought up, namely, whether it is sufficiont 


that I refer to docunents which have been presented by the 


beer he Prosecution 


bmitting them myself for judicial notice of the Court? 


Yes, Sir David? 
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SIR DAVID HAXWELL-FYFE; On that point I would like 
Dr. Nelte's suggestion. If a docwænt has already been put in, 
should have thought it was right and convenient that | 
Defense could comment on it without putting it in again and should 
have full right of coment. 
I think that I have said on a variety of 
occasions that any documcnt which has been put in evidence, or a part 
put in evidence, can, 
Defense in order to explain or criticizo tho part that has bocn put in. 
It may be that as a mattor of informing the Tribunal as to the 
document, it may be necessary to have part of the document which 
put in cvidence put in again in order that it may 
DAVID LAX"ELL-FYFE: I do not know whether it would 
Dr. Nelte the views of the Prosecution on 
documents, or who he would like to develop it himself. 
shortly do that if it would be convenient. 
I think it would shorten things if you would. 
DAVID MAXWELL-FYFE: A considerable number of the docunents 
fall into that catego 
Documents 
herefore Dr. 
Then there 
of Defendants or intended witnesses: docuncnts 12, 13, 22, 23, i 
25 and 28, 
The Tribunal may remember that in the case of the witness 
Dodd, adopted the practice of asking the 
witness, "Is your affidavit truc?" and then reading the affidavit to 
save tims. The Prosecution have no objection to Dr. Nelte pursuing 
lesire, but, of course, where & 
he will have to verify his affidavit 
|: Prosecution. 


THE PRESIDENT; One moment. You mean that, if the witness is 


=? 4987 
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| MAN 


here, you have no objection to 
the witness being then liable to 
SIR DAVID MAXVELL-FYFE: 


he facts that are in my affidavit." 


in the examination-in-chief, and we should all be prepared 


Dr. Nelte agreeable 


B 
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S opinion 
I Lon 


nnn 
CS 


ehrer nunber 


If it is desire o use these so as to controvert A 


DAI 


the Charter, tho Prosecut: bject. 
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question of 
THE PRESIDENT: 
LL-FYFE: If the 
f history, that 
is Doer sent 10, -- 
FRESIDENT: 


AVID : AX. ELL-FYFEs: -- a need f | ministry -f rearmmnont, taken 


it allo I am 


Fuehrer. 


Documents 10 and 1 salt with rearmament 
illustrations, 
iphatically that rearmament in 


ther ecuntrics cressive war 


irrelevant 


RERAN 
J Urns i3 


Sccution 
f coinicn in Austria with 


nsicerin 
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agressive action in breach cf the Treaty of 1936 which tock place in 1938. 


26 Fob-4-D 3-2 


I think, My Lord, that I have now dealt with all the ?^^cumonts and, as I 


say, they fall into these four -r-oups; with recare t^ three -f which there 
is nothing really between us in principle and, with regard to tho f urth, 
the Prosecution wants t. reserve these various pcints which I have men- 
tinc". Again I want to make clear that the Prosecution dcos nt object 
to Dre Nelte ^btaining any of these books for the purpose of prcoaring 
his case, but we vant them to make clear at the carlics opportunity what 
their positicn is with regard t^ their use, 
With references to the first three cator ries, I an 
1 Iocan, therefore, refer tc that category which 
begins with the twc dccuments, Nose l anc 2. One cf them is important 
principle questions in this tricl which tco start wi ipnear be an 
entirely legal problem, It is the question -f the so-cdllec 
State (Fuehrerstaat) and Leadcr Order (Puchrer Order). Tai 
however, other important actual significance in this trial 
instance, the defendant Keitel, because of his exposed 
very ccnsicerable degree subject tc the 
acted becaus | wag continuously closely attache: she incarnation 
this leadership principle, none cther than Hitler. 
article 8 of the Charter w uld be unefiected i tise Evicence wuld 
have to be collected for the fa |n at Lrticle 8 cannot 
be applied tc this particular 
Regarding the Loader Or'er N " im N 2, the Tribunal will 
be able tc judge whether this hes inportance 1s evidence at the time when 
the Tribunal hoars this Order, 
This is the warning in this Orders: Nobody must have knowledge of 
Secret matters which do not fell ints his own Spher. of influence anc 
near more than he must know for = fulfillment 
f the tasks which re „iven tc him; nobody must know earlier shbcut 
facts than is necessary for the carrying cut of tho tasks ziven tc him; 
no ^ne should pass on secret matuers earlicr than it was abs lutely necessary 


to other departments under his common’. 
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Nw, regarding Document 1, the expert cpinicn on the Leacership 

it seems to me that this, in eonnecticn with Fuchror Order No. ly 

serve as evilence for the fact that a conspiracy in the s 

socution is mt possible in that conception. That is the reason 
why I request the Tribunal to amit those two tocuments. Document N-. 10 
wm Document Noe 11, a o0 4 certain degree Document 16, are submitted 
because we are trying to prove that the principles which the cCefen'-^nt 
Keitel ^s a soldier in the Gorman Army consicere? good and pr 


rearmament up to the pcint of an expseted position of Germany am ugst 


the ether nations33; that these principles were not only a requirement fcr a 


German, but that even forei:ners anc important persons at tha ic under- 


Stand that and approved cf ite This part of my case will be served by the 
ar Article ef 2 British, a French sn? an anerican authcr of 
military stan‘ing, military personolit: "ho scem me to have a name 
as military writers, Ales in thi atego falls the article "Total V 
ten by Major Gencral Ful which is my Document lH». 15, as 
Whisperin 
lre Fuller, for instance, writes in his article: 
is nonsense to state that he, Hitler, wanted the ware 4. war 
coul? nct bring him the reinesarn>ti cf his naticne Wh t he needed 
was an honorable, secure peace," 

This coneerns just that piece of evicence which proves thet the in- 
tention of the planning cf aggressive was contradictory if one œ n= 
Siders the intenti ns cf Hitkr and tie National Sccialists 

tefendant Keitel cid believe in the a sty of these statements 
and for the purpose of provins that, he wishes to refer to the opinicn 
of important persons abroad wh se names have reat significance. 

I believe th sc were the doc which were the cause on the part 


f the Presecuticn to state their 
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THE PRESIDENT: You mentioned Documents 19 to 21, which documents were 
meant to reveal a certain state of opinior in Austria, 
Those documents == No.19 Gealing with the question 
of the ^nsehluss of Austri» and its cultural and economic difficulties; 
and Document 20, the way toward the anschluss and the question of the anschluss 


in the international press. These documents are meant to prove that the 


i 


4 ^ 


Corendant was entitled to assume that the vast majority of Austrians desired 
that Austria should join Germany. These articles and memoranda of the 
austrian-German Peoples Union, the president of which 
Democrat member of the German farlianent, Loewe. 
That concludes the documents, does it not? 
nould like to jake an 
Tribunal, woich refers to documents which I 
sntioned until the session of Febr 
ents, 
were presented 
of Keitel 
1e contents of th 
‘ent what I have ilrcady submitted to the Tribunal, 
t 


ns rrosecution are due to 


t with military matters was 


nderstand it, all these documents have 


then they fall into the category to which Sir 


be touched on by 


received Sir David's agreement Apart from that, it appears to me to be a 


particularly interesting and convincing case because during one day eleven 


documents were submitted to the Tribunal, all of waich contain accusations 


} 


- a 
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against Keitel, but all of which proved by their contents that they do not 
refer to him or the OK. 


One moment. There is only one other thing 


wanted to ask you. You asked at an earlier stage for the evidence from 


Ambassador Messersmith and Otto Wettberg and in both cases the Tribuna 
granted you interrogatories, I don't know whether you are withdrawing 
your application in respect to those cases or whether you have seen the 
arswers to the interrogatories, 

DR. NELTE: I have, in accordance with the suggestions of the Tribunal, 


sent those interrogatories to ambassador i 


T 
L 


» Sir, but I haven't received them 


Noel, would you explain a little bit mo what No.l is 
appears to be the opinion of an expe witness on the meaning 
you intend? 
legislative article or article on the 


of wi2t is known a 


THE PRESIDENT: 
Yolonel 
T t p le ase 


to ths Tribunal evidence on the last count of the Soviet prosecutor's 


" are foreseen by Count lh of the Indictment 


and by article 6, and in particular in subparagraph "C" of Article 6 of 


the Charter, 


I will submit the crimes that were committed by the Hitlerites on 


the territories of the temporarily occupied districts of the Soviet Union, 


Foland 


s Yugoslavia, Czechoslovakia and Greece, 


I Oy 


Grimes against Humanity", just as other crimes of the Fascists which 
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against Keitel, but all of which proved by their contents that they do not 
refer to him or the OKii. 

IHE PRESIDENT: One moment. There is only one other thing that I 
wanted to ask you. You asked at an earlier stage for the evidence from 
Ambassador líessersmith and Otto liettberg and in both cases the Tribuna 
granted you interrogatories, I don't know whether you are withov-awing 
your application in respect to those cases or whether you have seen the 
answers to the interrogatories. 

Re NELTS: I have, in accordance wtth the suggestions of the Tribunal, 


sent those interrogatories to ambassador Messersmith ar Kettberg 


we 55 @ 


In accordance with what reply I shall receive from those two witnesses, 


I shall then submit them or not, 
The application for Otto 
Sir, but I haven't received then 


well . 


of an expert witness on the meaning 


Se your Honors, it is iny duty to submit 


Last count of the Soviet prosecutor's 
against Humanity " are foreseen by Count li e Indictment 
and by article 6, and in particular 3: subparagraph "C" of Article 6 of 
th 
submit the crimes that were committed by the Hitlerites on 
of the temporarily occupied districts of the Soviet Union, 
ind Greece. 


other crimes of the Fascists which 
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have been submitted to the Tribunal by my colleagues, came from the criminal 
basis of Fascist mentality by the seizing of considerable districts in 
he East and in the West and by putting into slavery of the population. 
crimes were out into effect as a result of a cannibalistic theory 
he Fascistse 
Moreover, the concept of "Crimes against Humanity" is included in 


nesrly all the crimes of the German Fascists. Thus à major port of 
probative facts which corroborate the commission by the German Fascists of 
ady been submitted to the Tribunal as regards jar 
ainst the civilian population. 

The criminal trampling under foot by the Hitlerites of the laws 

ices of war, as well as the mass extermination of the prisoners 
are also in themselves very grave Crines against Humanity. 

Moreover, the concept "Crimes against Humanity" is considerably wider in 
its scope than any of the crimes of the German Fascists, the proofs of which 
have been hitherto 


m 


Together witn the arriv: f German military i é the 
appearance of the Swastika on official buildings he inhabitants of the 
temporarily occupied Eastern European coun were placed, one might say, 
he &nte-chamber of death, 
erciless machine of the Fas state wished to compel them to 
as à result of centuries of human development, had 
egral part of humanity, 
hung over them constantly, but on their way to death they were 
through numerous and painful phases, insulting to human dignity, 


their main features, the charge which we entitle "Crimes 


One wished to force them to forget their name by hanging on them a 
nurber oz by sewing on their sleeves a particular marking. They were 


ceprived of the right to speak or to read in their own tongue, They were 


1 jura hej zl ay P riva d * $6 "E 2 : Y . 
deprived of their home and family and were Ceprived of their country by 
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transferring them by force to places distant several hundreds of thousands 


of kilometres. They were deprived of the right to have children. 


were mocked and insulted, Their feelings and beliefs were jee 


And only then were they deprived of their last 
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possession, their lives. 


The numerous acts of investigation noted only a stato of physical 


exhaustion of the victims of Fascism. They also noted a profound state of 
moral depression among those people who, thanks to this or that accidental 
circumstance, succeeded in escaping the Fascist terrore 

A long time was needed in order that these victins of German Fascism 
uco again could return to normal conceptions and actions and to the human 


rules of human society, It is difficult to determine in legal terms this 


4 


moment of transgression, but in my opinion, it is of the greatest import 
for the incrimination of the principal war criminals. 

I wish the Tribunal to refer to the report which has already been 
submitted to the tribunal as USS" Exhibit Noe 93, The gu tation which I 
should like now to refer to is on page 10 of the document bonke 

On page 17 of the Russian text of this report, there is a quotation out 
of the statement of Jaco! d ^ carpenter from Varsaw, who was interned 
during a year in the extermination camp of Troblinka, Sometimes in the Germar 
documents it is called "Ireblinka 2" and "Treblinka 5", but it is the sane 

was one of the most terrible points of nass extermination of 
people created by German Fascisme 
Tribunal proof connected with the cxistence of this camp. This is what 
(nie said while presenting to the Polish tovernment a report on Troblinka, 
which, as he stated, was the only reason for his continuing to live his 
pitiful life: 

"Awake cr aslcep I sce terrible visions of thousands of people calling 
for help, begging forlife ond mercye I have lost my family. I have myself 
lod them to death and I have mysclf built the death chambers in which they 
were murdercce Itm afraid of everythinge I fear that what 
is marked on my face. Old and broken life is a heavy burden but I must 
carry on and live to tcll the worl: what I have seen of German crimes and 
barbarisme" 

The persons who came to Treblinka were, as I said, in the ante-chamber 
of death. But were they alone victims of this fate? Àn analysis of 
probative facts connected with the crimes of the Gernan Fascists were 
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irrefutable testimony to the fact ti..t the same fate was shared not only by 
those who were sent to special exte; iination camps, but all those whc became 
^e vietins of these criminals in the occupied countries of Eastern Europee 

I wish the Tribunal to allow me to present as proof a short quotation 
out of the report of the Extraordinary State Commission on the crimes 
committed in the Town of Orel and Orel Districte In the text of this 
document there is a special report of a famed Russian scientist, a doctor, 
and president of the Academy of Me Science, member of the Extraordinary 
State Commission, Academic Bourdenko. The Tribunal will find this report on 
page 14 of the Decument Book, paragraph 6. 

"The scenes," says Bourdenko "surpassed the wildest imagination. Our 
joy at the sight of the delivered p. ple was obscured by the horror of their 
expression, This led one to reflect - what was the matter? Evidently, the 
sufferings they had undergone had i^ tified the concept of life and death, 
I observed pcople during threes days; I bandaged them. I evacuated 
thom but their stare of fixity did nt change, and something similar could 


be noticcd during 


the first days on the faces of the doctors," 
I will not dwell upon extracts from "fein ampf" or the "Myth cf the 
Twentieth Century", which are alres*y known to the Tribunal who are intorostec 


in the first place, in the criminal practices of the German Fascist ficndse 


I have already said that death constantly hung over the heads of the 


* 
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victims of Fascisme Death could come unexpectedly, together with an 
appearance at the given point of thi r that Sonderkommando, but, 
simultan.ous]y, dcath culd come for any action according to certain acts 
which have reccived the mock title of "German “ascist Lows," I and other 
members of the Soviet Prosecution hove already quoted numerous examples of 
terroristic laws, directives -£ the German Fascists. I do not wish to 
repeat myself, but I wish to beg t ermission of the Tribunal to, quote 
one of these documents as it concerns all the temporarily seized eastern 


territorics. The only justificati for their publication of this docunent 


was for its author, the defendant Rosenberg; the fact that these tempcrarily 


ecupied districts were inhabited by "Non-Germans". This document is the 
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characteristic item, the best evic of the persecution of the people 
for racial or national or politica: motives. I beg the Tribunal to add this 
document to tho record. The document is USSR Exhibit Noe 395. This order 
was issucd. on the 17th of February 1942 and is the so-called order 
supplementing the penal directives for the eastern territoricse The Tribunal 
will find this document on pages 19 and 20 of the document book. I will 
r.ad this document in full, beginning with paragraph le 
death penalty or, in lesscr cases, penal servitude would be 
inflicted upon those who will use violence against the German Empire or againi 
the authority established in the cecupied territories. Those who will commit 
violence against a German subject or person of German nationality for his 
belonging to this German nationality; against those who use violence against 
rvicoman of the German / or non-military organization, such as the 
German police, including the auxili vy forecs, the labor forces, the labo 
service of the German authoritics its institutions, the organizations 
the NSDAP; against those who appe-- or incite 
r directives l by the German authorities or 
to the enterprises, to German | 


ings which are utilized by the latter orf 


accomplices of anti-German; tendencics rgonizationally helps 
-— e 


d by the German authorities; against these who take part in 


inciting activity and reveals anti-German views or by his behavior 


diminishes or inflicts damage to the authority or good of the German people; 
against those who premeditatively commit larceny--" 
THE PRESIDENT: Have you read this before? 


I referred to these telegrams, but I believe that it 
was not yet read into this recorde 


ee ae id 
THE PRESIDENT: Very welle 


HE 
CO Im S9 PNOV 1 T - s t imi la rdaer were aad They 
ONSL SMIRNOVs It may be t similar orders were de j 


UU 


‘orders because they resemble this order, 


1 


may be the orders 


but I don't think ths is one h-s been read. I do not find it has been 


A 


reade 
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possessions of the German or a person o: German nationality." 

Paragraph 2: 

"The death penalty and, in lesser cases, penal servitude is also inflicted 
to those who agree to commit such an action forseen by Paragraph 13 who entere 
into serious negotiations on that subject; who offsrs his services or accepts 


a similar proposal, as well as those who possess accurate infórmition on this 
action or its intention, when it could still be averted, wilfully abstains 
from warning prematurely the German authorities of this plot on the part of a 
certain person," 
Paragraph 3: 
"4 death penalty will also punish those crimes thet aro not forseen by 
Paragraphs 1 and 2, if, according x general German Criminal, Laws and to 
the directives of the German aut} les, it does not entail the death penalty 
but testifies to particular base convict: ns or as 2 particular grave offense 
of other reasons. In these cases, the ath penalty is also permissible regarding 
the children who have committed these ve crimes," 
Paragraph li: 
"If there is insufficient justification for the judgine by military courts, 
their verdict will be pronounced by special courts. This does not poncern 
Special instructions issued for the armed 
I skip paragraph 
this order of Rosenberg's was only one of the links in the chain of crimes 
committed by the leaders of the German Fascism and directed towards the 
extermination of the Slav people, 
I pass on to the first part of my statement which is entitled "The 
‘termination of Slav People." In the s=7ond o of this statement T will 
show how this criminal destruction of Sl.v persons was put into effect, I 
Will quote data from the report c slav Garantiert: vhieh is on page 56 


of the Russian text or 76 of the docume book, 


" Apart from thc 250,000 Yugoslava died in battle, the occupants 


exterminated at least one and a half to two million people, mostly women, 


children, and aged persons. Out of the fifteen million pre-war Yugoslav 
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population, for a relatively short period of four years, almost fourteen 
per cent of the entire population was exterminated." 

In the statement of the report of the Czechoslovakian Government, on page; 
36 and 37 of the Russian text, there is proof of a plan for forceful ecpulsion 
of : the Czechs and the establishment of Germans in Czechoslovakia, which wa 
planned by the Hitlerite eriminals. The report quotes statements of Karl Herma: 
Frank, who admitted the existence of this plan and declared that he, Frank, 
had comphled a memorandum in which he objected to similar plans. I quote 
excerpts from the statement of Hermann Frank, which the Tribunal can find on 
page 37 of this report of the Czechoslovakian Book, 

"T consider this plan senseless as, in my opinion, the expense created 
by these measures would seriously imp^de the live functions of Czechoslovakia 
and Moravia for various reasons of geo-political transportation, industrial, 
and other character, and the immediate filing of this empty space by our Germa: 
colonists was impossible." 

sgime of extermination of Ylav population was committed 

by various methods, among which an tmportant part was played by the driving 
of people to an extreme state of exhaustion by labor and their subsequent 
extermination through hunger. The criminals quite consciously envisaged the 


killing cf millions of people by hunger, and this can be proved by a number 


of document which have alrsady been quoted by me or by my colleagues, namely, 


the diary of Hans Frank, I will quote a few short extracts out of his document, 
Here is an excerpt concerning the conference held by the Government on the 7th 


of December 19h42 in Krakowe 
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The Tribunal will find this excerpt on page 89 of the document book, 
first column of the text, last paragraph: 

"If the new code-plan is put into effect, this means that ih Warsaw 
and in the neighborhood and its surroundings alone, 500,000 people will no 
longer receive food," 

And here is another short excerpt from the notes concerning the 
conference held on 2h August 1942, That is an excerpt on page 90 of the 
document book, first paragraph of the text: 

"Dr, Frank: With all the difficulties which you find here relative 
to diseased workers, and the collapse of their union, you must keep in mind 
it is much better if the Poles Collapse than if the Germans collapse. Let 
it only be mentioned if the Jews do not die of hunger, we shall be condemning 
one to two million Jews to die of starvation., This is correct. Of course, 
if the Jews are not to die from starvation, this will hasten activation of 
anti-Jewish measures,!! 

Of the third short excerpt concerning a working conference of the 
political leaders of the Labor Front of the Governnent General, on 1) 
December 1942 this Tribunal will find on page 89 of the document book, 2nd 


Ne 


column of the text, second paragraphs 


"We are faced with the foblowing problem: Will we be able to, beginning 
from the 2nd of February, to deprive the two million persons who live in 
S district, two million persons of non-German nationality, food supplies?" 
In his preliminary Spsech, the Chief Prosecutor of the USSR, while 
Speaking of crimes against humanity, referred to notes given by martin 
Bormann, and the notes were presented to the Court under Exhibit Noe USSR-172 
The Chief Prosecutor of the USSR quoted the notes, which the Tribunal 


can find on page 97 of the document book, last paragraphs: 
"Similarly the Fuehrer said again, the last German worknan, or the 
German peasant, will always stand ten percent in economic level, and 


stand higher than any Pole," 


How was this actually accepted? I would like to show how these state- 


ments of Hitler were put into effect by the defendant Frank in the territory 


of Poland; 
ool 
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I beg the Tribunal to refer to the original German document. Among 
the Fascist institutes which carriec out the various scientific experiments 
by the German criminals there was created a special institute which investi- 
gated economic life. This institute issued as documentary imoortance a 

document for war industry for Upper Silesia. A similar investigatior 
was carried on by this Frank institute for determination of the reason for 
the ruination of or destruction of Polish workers. We can judge the aims of 
this investigation by two short excerpts. On page 39 of the original of 
this document we read =- the Tribunal will find this on page 10] of the 
document book, second paragraphe I submit this document as USSR Exhibit 
No.282,. This quotation is on page 101 of the document book, third paragraph. 

"No humanitarian tendency motivates this investigation," 

On page 149 of this document the Tribunal will find tiis -- on page 101, 
toird paragraph, of the document book, t is said? 

twe raise our voices not in defense of the Poles but in order to 
prevent the military production which must supply the Wehrnacht." 

Quoting this short excerpt which characterizes the ideas and which 
characterizes this investigation, I would like to quote a few excerpts which 
show the status of the Polish worker and the practical realization by the 
defendant Frank of these directives of Hitler's, I quote on page 38 of 
the original copy of the document, which corresponds with page 10] of the 
document book: 

"Information concerning the condition of the Polish population 
and the opinions after the measures which are *o be taken tere. The measure 
agrees on one point, which can be summarized as follows: The Poles are 
starving. Similer information concerning these conclusions was where one 
of our informers visited a war production plant during thc midday meal, 

The workers are standing apathetically or sitting, and some of “hem are 
smoking. By observation the informer states that out of eighty persons 
only one had a piece of bread for lunch. The others had no food whatever, 
and they were all working ten to twelve hours a day." 

On the above, on page 502 of this document, which corresponds to page 


102 of the document book, is this quotations: 
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I beg the Tribunal to refer to the original German document. Among 
the Fascist institutes which carried out the various scientific experiments 
by the German criminals there was created a special institute which investi- 
gated economic life. This institute issued as documentary importance a 
Folish document for war industry for Upper Silesia. A similar investigatio: 
was carried on by this Frank institute for determination of the reason for 
the ruination of or destruction of Polish workers. We can judge the aims of 
this investigation by two short excerpts. On page 39 of the original of 
this document we read -- the Tribunal will find this on page 10] of the 
document book, second paragraph, I submit this document as USSR Exhibit 
No,282, This quotation is on page 101 of the document book, third paragraph. 

"No hunanitarian tendency motivates this investigation," 

On page 149 of this document the Tribunal will find this -- on page 101, 
toird paragraph, of the document book. It is said? 

"ie raise our voices not in defense of the Poles but in order to 
prevent the military production which must supply the Wehrmacht," 

Quoting this short excerpt which characterizes the ideas and which 
characterizes this investigation, I would like to quote a few excerpts which 
show the stati the Polish worker and the practical realization by the 
defendant Frank of se Cirectives of Hitl 3 I quote on page 38 of 
the original copy of the document, which corresponds with page 10: the 
document book: 


"Information concerning the condition of the Polish population 


and the opinions after the measures which are to be taken &£ere. The measure 


"m 


agrees on one point, which can be summarized as follows: The Poles are 
starving. Similar information concerning these conclusions was where one 
of our informers visited a war production plant during the midday meal, 
The workers are standing apathetically or sitting, and some of them ¿re 
smokinge By observation the informer states that out of eighty persons 
only one had a piece of bread for lunch. The others had no food whatever, 
and they were all working ten to twelve hours a day." 

On the above, on page 502 of this document, which corresponds to page 
102 of the document book, is tnis quotations 
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"Observation made on the factories prove that the portions received 
by the village workers will show insignificant; that there is not enough 
food to take with them to work, In most cases the workers do not even 
have & piece of bread for lunch during the midday, If some of them bring a 
lunch with themit consists of a meagre coffee and one or two pleces of dry 
bread, of raw potatoes, and in more than one time they don't even have this 
meagre pittance, and are satisfied to contain themselves with raw carrots, 
which they warm on a stove for their work," 

I continue my quotation on page 150 of the same document: 

"In this connection one must state that on visiting the mines, it 
appeared that nearly ten percent of the Polish workers which went down to 
work underground took with them only dry bread, or dry raw potatoes in slices 
which they then warmed on a stove," 


The Institute began its scientific investigation on the number of 


calories which was received by the Poles in Upper Silesia and compiling them 


with the number of calories received by the German population. I will not 
state a large excerpt produced from the document, but will only bring a few 
Short ones to your Honors! notice, I start on page 63 of this investigation 
in the document, and on page 102, last paragraph of the document book: 
"Comparison of the number of calories received by the Poles in Upper 
Silesia, and the number of calories allocated to the German population, 
Proves that the Poles received 2l; percent less than the German consumer y 
this difference reaching 26 percent on those food ration cards which are 
received by non-working Poles. For young pe6ple fourteen to twenty years 
old, these differences reach a difference between the Germans and the Poles 
which reaches 33-1/3 percent, This only applies, nowever, to this 
difference with the working young people from fourteen years old. This 
difference still averases more among the children ten to fourteen years of 
age but less than compared with that received by the German children. The 
difference here is not less than sixty-five percent, The special aspect of 
these uncerfed young people display quite clearly a difference, In a 
similar wy the Polish children younger than ten years receive sixty percent 
less than tne German children, Thus on the other hand the doctors state 
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that the food conditions of the babies are not so unfavorable. lt was only 
varied while the mother feeds the child, as the c»ild gets everything from 
her, but the under-feeding reacts not on the child but on the mother, Its 
strength and health, of course, is diminished by its under-=feedi ng o" 

I continue on page 178 of the original documert. It corresponds to 
page 107 in the document books 

"In all categorics the consumer, the Polish youth in comparison to 
the German youth is in a most unfavorable position, The difference here 
reaches sixty percent, and even higher." 

Extracts from the report of the German Labor Front, which are quoted in 
this investigation, are also subject to investigation by the Tribunals on 
page 76, from the excerpt from the report of the German Labor Front, dated 
10 October 191, after one of the mines of the Poles had been visiteds 

"It was ascertained that in the various villages, the Polish miners fell 
from exhaustion. The workers are constantly complaining of stomach pains, 


The doctors were questioned, and the latter ansvored that the reason for 


3 
these pains was inadequate feeding," 


I close this description of the physical conditions of the Polish worker, 
which was then done by the German workers from the district, or in the 
neighborhood, the excerpt which you will find on page 106 of the document 
books: 

"In management of the factories, which is constantly undermined, it 
is impossible to incite the working people who are underfed and who are 
incapable of working except by threats of deportation to concentration camps, 


There must come a cay when weakened bodies can no longer be capable of work," 


In some documents there is the characteristic of the legal position 
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f the Polish worker. during the period f German occupation of Poland. This 


characteristic is of morc value, as was stated previously by the authors in 


investigation, that no humantendcncies whatever motivated it. I began the 
quotation on page 127 of the document which correspdnds to page 110, second 
paragraph of the Document Bcoke Quoting: 

"The law does not give a person belonging to the Polish people 
any right to demand anything i y wy Evcrything that is 
granted to the Poles -- only 
voluntary gift of the German masters." 

The most apparent construction is the law in a 


Poles when they aro not present before the law. Crininal jurisdiction 


o 


applied to them only from the point c w of obedione Application 

I J I 
liserction, 

can 


=.) 


to courte ‘There is als. an crder dated 26 August 1942: "The Polisi 


orrespc 
"Insurance agains 
purp 
invalidity takes place on a smaller scale 
Germanse ‘hen a German ses an eye that i nsideroc thirty 
percent incapacitated, for the Poles only twenty-five percent 
incapacitated 
33 1/3 percent 
I continue my quotati 
lll of the Document Books 
"The rights of families of Polish workers are greatly limited. 
In those familics a member of which has a Polish widow, she 
receives only a premium which is fifty percent l ss than that of 


the German nly if she has at least four children to support, or 
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The following example is typical. of a German widow with three children, 


if she is an invalid," 


Sho receives eighty percent of tho yearly salary cf her husbands that 
of the annual amount she receives two thousand marks of the earnings of the 
premium, which is only 1600 marks a year; but the Pole would not receive 
anything in a similar case. 
The German fascist crininals of the war did not only send SS and soldiers 
to the temporary occupied eastern territories, but the latter were followed 
by their war specialists who were sc“entists and consultants in the economic 
problems, md so forthe Some of them were sent to Robbentr- p's office, and 
others wore sent by Ros 
beg the lribunzl to add to the record one » eG documents. I speak 
,, and thc rep: 
reign Affairs cf the 17th Army 
"Official mation Burea, Mini 
The docunent was discovered by thc l Army in the State 
Silesia. ‘While acquainted myself with these documents, 
onclusion, that in 191-2 Pflaice mace a trip through the 
rnopol, Proskurov, Aleksan 
f this trip was an investis 
the occupied territorics of 
The author is document was alsc completely frce of so-called 
humanitarian tendencies, which can be seen from the short excerpt from his 
report dated 23 Octo! Pflalderer!s rights, the Tribunal will find 
ragraph of the Document Booke I quote only 


squeeze the country dry in order 


aiderer, it 
vident by the hehavior of his compatribts, and I therefore consider it 


a privilegeto draw the attention of the tribunal to the report c^ tno 


Ministry of Foreign Affairs, and in this respect I quote the report of 
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"Tho conditions guarantee the supply and the confiscation of a 

larger quantity of food product on the Ukrainian , as well as 

the conditions of the population by the end of this Yetober, 191." 

he Tribunal will find this part on page lll cf the Document Bock, and qu 

"The frame of mind of the population follows in many cases 
immediately after occupation of the territory by our troops (what 
is the reason of this) with objection or inner hatred to this 
country's occupation, and I speak of arrogance towards these 
people in the third year, and curing the necessities of winter of 
this unfriendly country that causes the difficulties, and 
difficulties must be directed along difficulties of self- 
discipline. ‘Je must nit vent our discontent among the population, 


ted in a way which was n gj hani 
| in a way which was not logical, and thanks 
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"to mistakes it could have easily been prevented of the population 
with loss of sympathye <Je shot in villages and localitios prisoners 
of war, ond left their bodies on the roads, and thesc 
not be understood by the population. The troops had received wide 
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rights for supplying their needs slong many roads, and many had 


been agricultural cooperatives with cattle, seeds and notatocse 


Evidently, the supplying of our troops is of most important; how- 
ever, the system of supplying is not indifferent as to the re- 
quisition of the last chicken from a »sychologiosl point of view, 
as it is unreasonable or as it should be ressonable from an 


economic point of w; or the killing of the last pig, or the 


my quotation: 


The ponulotion is n sadership t stands anart, which 


d over to 


Imperial University Poznan 
marked by the author "Mot for publicstione l quote | | 116 of the Document 
This document also acquaints one with these ions of complcte 
rbitrary restlessness as regard local population of a temporary occupied 
district of the Soviet Union, and these comditions were observed by this prow 
fessor during his voyage through the occunicd territories of the Soviet Union 
from Minsk to Crimea. I quote two short excerpts: 
"The absence of humanitarian tendence of the author 
the contents of this document, and if Paul Thomnson has a 
pression from this trip, we can consider this was simply solicitud 
source of the German enterprise." 
Tho Tribumal should find these excerpts on nice 115 of the “ocumente 
THE PRESIDENT: Je will adjourn now, 


(The Tribunal adjourned until 26 February 1946, at 1000 hours) 
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